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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO
STATE OF IDAHO,
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KAMRON TRACE MARTIN,
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NO. 45794
ADA COUNTY NO. CR-MD-2016-949
APPELLANT'S BRIEF

STATEMENT OF THE CASE
Nature of the Case
The district court executed Kamron Martin's underlying sentence for domestic violence
after he admitted to violating his probation by failing to attend or complete treatment.

He

contends that the district court abused its discretion by not keeping him on probation because his
probation was achieving its rehabilitative purpose.

Statement of Facts and Course of Proceedings
Mr. Martin pied guilty to felony domestic violence after he had a physical altercation
with the mother of his child.

(R., pp.106--15; PSI, pp.3-6.)

The district court sentenced

Mr. Martin to a unified term of eight years, with three years fixed, and retained jurisdiction.

I

(R., p.139.) After a successful period of retained jurisdiction, the court placed Mr. Martin on
probation. (R., pp.149-51.)
A few months later, the State alleged that Mr. Martin had violated his probation by
committing felony attempted strangulation, misdemeanor domestic violence, and misdemeanor
resisting and obstructing, 1 and by drinking alcohol, failing to attend treatment, and failing to pay
the required fines and fees.

(R, pp.157-61, 173- 78.) Mr. Martin admitted to violating his

probation by failing to attend or successfully complete treatment. (Tr., p.8, L.15- p. l l, L. 7.)
At the disposition hearing, the State explained that it believed Mr. Martin was not a good
candidate for probation and so it asked the court to execute his sentence. (Tr., p.13, L.22- p.14,
L.3.) Defense counsel argued that Mr. Martin was doing well enough on probation- according
to him, he had been attending aftercare classes until he was arrested on the other case, he had
been passing drug tests, and he had a good job. (Tr., p.17, Ls.5- 16.) Because of that, defense
counsel suggested that the roughly ninety days that Mr. Martin had spent in jail since this
violation was a sufficient sanction, and asked that the court reinstate Mr. Martin's probation.
(Tr., p.16, L.11 - p.18, L.4.) Finally, Mr. Martin told the court:
Honestly, before these charges, I felt like I was doing a good job on
probation. I was working, I was staying at the residence I got Court ordered to go
to. I was going to aftercare weekly, so I don't know why they say I got
discharged before. I got discharged the day I got arrested. So, I feel like I was
doing good out there on probation. I was seeing my daughter every weekend.
I mean, I think I was on task, honestly.
(Tr., p.18, Ls.9- 17.)

1

Mr. Martin pied guilty to resisting and obstructing in that other case, and the State dismissed
the attempted strangulation and domestic violence charges. (Tr., p.9, Ls.8- 2.) According to the
prosecutor, those charges were dismissed because the alleged victim was uncooperative.
· (Tr., p.15, Ls.15- 21.)
2

Citing the risk that Mr. Martin would reoffend, the court revoked Mr. Martin's probation
and imposed the underlying sentence of eight years, with three years fixed. (Tr., p.19, L.11 p.20, L.24; R., pp.187- 89.) Mr. Martin timely appealed. (R., pp.192-93.)

ISSUE
Did the district court abuse its discretion when it revoked Mr. Martin's probation?

ARGUMENT
The District Court Abused Its Discretion When It Revoked Mr. Martin's Probation
Whether willfully violating a condition of probation justifies revoking a defendant's
probation ''is a question addressed to the judge's sound discretion." State v. Adams, 115 Idaho
1053, 1054 (Ct. App. 1989). However, "a judge cannot revoke probation arbitrarily." Id. at
1055. It may revoke probation "if the judge reasonably concludes from the defendant's conduct
that probation is not achieving its rehabilitative purpose." Id.
The appellate court "defers to the trial court's decision" unless it abused its discretion.

Id. This Court must consider the entire record, including the defendant's conduct before and
during probation, State v. Chapman, 111 Idaho 149, 153- 54 (1986), and must take into
consideration the four goals of sentencing: the protection of society, deterrence, rehabilitation,
and retribution, State v. Pierce, 150 Idaho 1, 5-6 (2010).
Because his probation was achieving its rehabilitative purpose, the court abused its
discretion by revoking Mr. Martin's probation. First, Mr. Martin made some progress when it
comes to his drinking and mental health. Mr. Martin suffers from alcohol use disorder and
obsessive-compulsive personality disorder, and may have amphetamine use disorder and PTSD.
(PSI, pp.I 7, 19-20, 116.) The domestic violence evaluator suggested Mr. Martin get substance
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abuse treatment, counseling for his PTSD, and that he attend a domestic violence classes. (PSI,
p.118.) To his credit, Mr. Martin believes treatment for his drinking and past trauma would be
helpful, and he stayed clean while on probation. (Tr., p.17, Ls.5- 16; PSI, p.114.) He also was
attending weekly aftercare until he was discharged when he was arrested for the other offense.
(Tr., p.18, Ls.9- 17.)
Next, Mr. Martin had been achieving his goals related to his career and his daughter.
Mr. Martin had explained at his initial sentencing that he wanted go back to school, have a
successful career, and be involved in the life of his daughter, who he describes as his whole
world. (PSI, pp.13, 15, 18.) During his probation, he was able to get a good job and spent time
with his daughter every week. (Id.)
In short, Mr. Martin was off to a good start while on probation- he had a good job, was
attending weekly aftercare, and saw his daughter weekly as well. Although Mr. Martin admitted
to violating his probation, those violations were relatively minor and he was making
improvements. Therefore, he contends that the district court abused its discretion by revoking
his probation and executing his underlying sentence.

CONCLUSION
Mr. Martin respectfully requests that this Court order the district court to place him on
probation.
DATED this 11th day of June, 2018.

MAYAP. WALDRON
Deputy State Appellate Public Defender
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